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REMARKS 

Concurrently with the filing of this paper, Applicant is filing a Notice of Appeal, along 
with a petition for a three-month extension of the period for filing a reply to the Final Rejection. 

In this paper, Applicant is canceling claims and is rewriting dependent claims into 
independent form. Accordingly, Applicant requests entry of the amendments to the claims 
presented herein under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.1 16(b)(l and 2). 

With the entry of this Amendment, claims 2, 3, 5-7 and 28-32 will be pending in this 
patent application. 

Prior Art Rejection 

Claims 1-32 stand rejected under 35 USC 102(e) as being anticipated by US 6859931 Bl 
Cheyer et al.). Applicant respectfully traverses this rejection insofar as it remains applicable to 
claims 2, 3, 5-7 and 28-32 as now presented. 

In this paper, Applicant is canceling claims 1, 4, and 8-27 and is rewriting formerly 
dependent claims 2 and 5 in independent form. Applicant is also amending claim 28 to correct an 
inadvertent error. 

The system and method disclosed and claimed in this application offers solutions to 
problems in computing based on meanings of the everyday language employing existing 
resources of software and hardware. A principal feature of the present invention resides in a 
communication system that understands the meaning of a language text (everyday language) and 
uses the everyday language as is. Applicant's disclosed and claimed system and method make 
use of a database, a semiotic base, holding information relating to the context of language 
together with a language model structured similarly to a language system in a human brain. The 
semiotic base is significantly different from a dictionary used in a natural language process, even 
though the semiotic base inherently has such a dictionary. The semiotic base is used for carrying 
out both understanding the meaning of a language text and generating a language phrase 
representative of the meaning. These processes correspond to reception and transmission, 
respectively, of communication using an everyday language. This concept is neither disclosed 
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nor suggested by Cheyer et al., on which the Examiner bases the rejection of all of the claims in 
this application. 

The Examiner characterizes the Cheyer et al. invention as "an everyday language-based 
computing system comprising a language computer for processing a language text described or 
dictated by an everyday language." Applicant submits that, despite the use of "naural language" 
in the Cheyer et al. specification, the invention disclosed by Cheyer et at cannot be fairly 
characterized as a natural language process. In the invention of Cheyer, when linguistic 
information for a requirement (hereafter, "required linguistic information") is inputted by a user, 
an agent corresponding to the required linguistic information undertakes an interpretation of the 
information and responds thereto. At this time, the required linguistic information must be 
converted into an ICL (one of interagent communication languages). 

When linguistic information is converted to the ICL, only information which is 
applicable to the ICL is taken out from the linguistic information and the taken-out information 
is applied to a capability of the ICL. That is, a requirement which is not applicable to the ICL is 
neglected. Even when it is judged that a requirement can be applied to the ICL, information 
which does not fall within the capability of the ICL is removed. 

Consider, for example, a situation in which a requirement to "send a mail" is interpreted 
as applicable to the ICL. The required linguistic information corresponding to "send a mail" is 
converted to the ICL. Information such as a recipient and title, which falls within the capability 
of the ICL, is taken out from the required linguistic information, and is utilized to aid 
understanding and correspondence by agents. Information such as a honorific prefix and suffix, 
which does not fall within the capability of the ICL, is excluded from the required linguistic 
information, and thus is not utilized to aid understanding and correspondence by the agents. 

In Applicant's system and method, as recited, for example, in claims 2 and 28, when 
required linguistic information is inputted by a user, the required linguistic information is 
understood based on a "lexico-grammar base" that systematically holds "a plurality of lexico- 
grammatical features of a language and a plurality of semantic roles corresponding thereto, and a 
meaning base for systematically holding a plurality of semantic features of a language and a 
plurality of semantic roles corresponding thereto". Since both the "lexico-grammar base" and the 
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"meaning base" systematically hold information, all the information included in a required 
linguistic information can be understood by referring to the information relating to the "lexico- 
grammar base" and the "meaning base." In addition, due to the systematically held "lexico- 
grammar base" information and systematic "meaning base" information, all of the requirement 
can be handled irrespective of contents thereof, so that the Applicant's system and method can 
flexibly respond to a such a requirement. 

As noted, the "lexico-grammar base" and the "meaning base" employed in Applicant's 
system and method systematically hold information. On the other hand, the Cheyer et al. system 
only holds information corresponding to a standard of the ICL as a communication language, and 
the information is not systematic. Thus, in the Cheyer et al. system, there is an escape of some 
required information, and only a requirement corresponding to the standard of the ICL can be 
handled. Advantageously, in Applicant's system and method, since both the "lexico-grammatical 
base" and the "meaning base" systematically hold information, there is no escape of required 
information. Thus, Applicant's system and method can respond ably and flexibly to any 
requirement. 

Claims 3 and 29 recite, respectively, a system and a method that make use of a "situation 
base" in combination with other requirements of claims 2 and 28. Applicant submits that there is 
no disclosure or suggestion in Cheyer et al. of an element or function that can be fairly 
characterized as a "situation base," let alone such an element or function in combination with 
other requirements of claims 2 and 28. 

Independent claims 5 and 30 recite, respectively, a system and a method that employ a 
semiotic base that includes, in combination, a "situation base," a "meaning base" and a "corpus." 
Applicant submits that a fair reading of Cheyer et al. does not uncover a disclosure or suggestion 
that could be fairly characterized as meeting this claimed combination. Claims 6 and 7, which 
further limit claim 5 by calling for, respectively, a "lexico-grammar base" and an "electronic 
dictionary," define further patentable departures from Cheyer et al. The same is true of claims 3 1 
and 32, which likewise further limit claim 30. 
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In view of the foregoing observations, Applicant submits that a fair reading of Cheyer et 
al. cannot properly serve as a basis for rejecting any of claims 2, 3, 5-7 and 28-32 under 
35 USC 102(e). 

Conclusion 

In view of the amendments, observations and arguments presented herein, Applicant 
respectfully requests that the Examiner reconsider and withdraw the rejection stated in the 
outstanding Office Action and recognize all of the pending claims as allowable. 



If unresolved matters remain in this application, the Examiner is invited to contact 
Frederick R. Handren, Reg. No. 32,874, at the telephone number provided below, so that these 
matters can be resolved expeditiously. 

If necessary, the Commissioner is hereby authorized in this, concurrent, and future replies 
to charge payment or credit any overpayment to Deposit Account No. 02-2448 for any additional 
fees required under 37.C.F.R. §§1.16 or 1.14; particularly, extension of time fees. 



Dated: February 1 4, 2007 Respectfully submitted, 

B v .,<^(* j ^ ^ ^ 1 ><P 

\fames M. S lattery 
Registration No.: 28,380 

BIRCH, STEWART, KOLASCH & BIRCH, LLP 

81 10 Gatehouse Road 

Suite 100 East 

P.O. Box 747 

Falls Church, Virginia 22040-0747 
(703) 205-8000 
Attorney for Applicant 
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